outside the mind is impossible. All we can know, according to Hume, are impressions and ideas in the mind. Indeed, we can't even know that we have a mind, or a body for that matter, we simply assume that we do.
Hume was forced to admit that, because of his commitment to empiricism, the number of illegitimate ideas was very great indeed and included God, the self, psyche, causation and the very principle on which empirical science as based -induction. Insofar as deduction is the paradigm of logic, since if a premise is true and the deduction is valid, the conclusion is necessarily true, induction is clearly not logical. Hume argued that since inference from experience is not deductive, it is therefore an irrational process (based on habit). When, therefore, scientists generalise from sense data (transformed into observational statements) to theories, they move (irrationally) beyond the facts. Hume argued as a deductivist because he believed that if inference from experience is not deductive, it is irrational because all rational inference is deductive. And to argue that inductive inferences are valid because they have worked in the past is to argue for induction inductively. So Hume reluctantly concluded that people develop and have confidence in their beliefs because of the repeated association of ideas, that is, habit. Reason, therefore, plays only a minor role in human affairs.
Hume began philosophising with the intention of discovering what evidence there was to support our most basic beliefs about the material world. He ended by detaching those beliefs from material reality. While his philosophy undermined theological belief, it also undermined scientific belief. After Hume, empiricism doubted everything, including itself.
Hume's scepticism went far beyond a disbelief in the existence of God. It penetrated all aspects of philosophy by denying the possibility of knowing the true nature of matter or mind. By applying this same scepticism to inductive reasoning and causation, Hume undermined the integrity of science in an era dominated by the conviction that the scientific method was superior to all others. In short, Hume's corrosive scepticism led to the devastating conclusion that no belief can be said to be rational. If one belief is no more justifiable than another, there are no intellectual grounds for distinguishing sanity from insanity.
While the leading members of the French Enlightenment extolled Hume's historical works and ignored the suicidal consequences of his philosophy, men of letters in Germany were taking his sceptical philosophy very seriously indeed. On the one side, Humean scepticism was used to promote a reconciliation of reason and religion, since if scientific knowledge is based on faith there can be no fundamental objection to
